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GANGSTERS, KIDNAPPERS, 
KILLERS AND OTHER PATRIOTS 
THE WRITING OF A NEW SOCIAL HI STORY 
OF THE TURKISH WAR OF INDEPENDENCE 
RYAN GINGERAS 
It is time to demythologize an era and build a new myth from the 
gutter to the stars. It's time to embrace bad men and the price they 
paid to secretly de.fine their time. Here's to them. - James Ellroy, 
American Tabloid 
The Turkish War of Independence, fought between 1918 and 
1922, is arguably the definitive event in modern Anatolian his-
tory. Certainly one could counter that the First World War, which 
entailed such pivotal turns as the Armenian Genocide, the Battle 
of Gallipoli and the Sykes-Picot Agreement, represents a far more 
devastating and defining era in the evolution of Asia Minor. Yet 
if one is to fully reflect upon the Great War and its aftermath, it 
appears to me that the events of 1914 and 1918 opened the door to 
the kinds of changes that gripped Anatolia in the years to follow. 
More than simply leading to the establishment of the Turkish Re-
public in 1923, the Turkish War oflndependence sealed and made 
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nearly irreversible a total political and social transformation of 
the region . One could state, without hyperbole, that this complete 
re-engineering of Anatolia's political and social landscape rivals 
or surpasses any event since the Battle of Manzikert in 1071. 
The history of this conflict is commonly viewed through the 
lens of the late Ottoman Empire, a period commonly character-
ized as a time of decline, bankruptcy, impotence and ultimately 
defeat. Mustafa Kernal's victory over the Entente Powers in 1922 
stands in stark contrast to this period of ruin. Scholars, journal-
ists and politicians have often painted the Nationalist triumph in 
the War oflndependence (Kurtulu~ Sava~1 or istiklal Harbi) as the 
long awaited moment of redemption for the peoples of Anatolia, 
cleansing the region of its past inequities. Still, it is w idely agreed 
that this victory came at a terrible cost. In addition to the thou-
sands of Anatolian Muslims killed during the fighting, the War of 
Independence marks the terrible, closing chapter in the history of 
Asia Minor's hitherto vibrant Greek and Armenian populations. 
Our historical understanding of this crucial period remains 
grounded in the first attempts to document this conflict. Per-
haps the first , and certainly the most influential, interpretation of 
the War of Independence comes from Mustafa Kernal (Atati.irk) 
himself. His Nutuk, the thirty-six-hour speech delivered to the 
Republican People's Party convention of 1927, has provided the 
backbone for all subsequent studies of the period.51 Mustafa Ke-
mal deliberately places himself at the center of the events that led 
to the defeat of the Allied occupation of Anatolia and the found-
ing of the Turkish Republic. He was, as he describes himself, both 
the inspiration for the movement against foreign occupation and 
the engine that drove this movement forward. Within Nutuk, he 
gifts us the following scheme of events. 
51 Mustafa Kemal Atati.irk, Nutuk-Soylev (Ankara: Ti.irk Tarih Kurumu 
Bas1mevi, 1989). 
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We are told that the months following the surrender at Mudros 
were the darkest days for the Ottoman Empire. In the winter of 
1918, Anatolia became a land of maimed veterans, homeless wid-
ows, starving orphans and hopeless refugees. The Allied Powers, 
through a series of agreements sanctioned by international con-
sensus, undertook to partition the Ottoman lands. Istanbul itself 
would be occupied shortly after the conclusion of the Mudros 
Armistice, effectively placing the imperial government in a glass 
jar. The departure of Enver, Talat and Cerna! Pashas heralded the 
end of the Committee for Union and Progress. In their place, rule 
passed to the deceitful Sultan Mehmet VI (Vahdeddin) and his 
_ supporters in the Liberal and Entente Party (Hi.irriyet ve itilaf 
F1rkas1). Ottoman soldiers had been ordered to surrender their 
arms and abandon the fronts they held. Anarchy reigned both in-
side and outside of the capital as bands of demobilized soldiers 
and brigands roamed freely throughout Anatolia. In this moment 
of weakness, Greeks and Armenians revealed their traitorous in-
tentions towards the state as both communities moved to assert 
their own independence in collaboration with the Allied Powers. 
For "Turks," the wolf was at the door. 
According to this rendition of the Turkish nationalist narra-
tive, the transition from this state of defeat to a~tive resistance oc-
curred on May 15, 1919, when the first Greek troops landed at the 
port of Izmir. It was then, as the story continues, that the National 
Forces (Kuva-y1 Milliye) throughout Anatolia, at first operating in 
secret, sprang into action. As Mustafa Kemal gradually assumed 
command of this armed opposition, army officers, notables , and 
loyal citizens undertook a coordinated defence of the Aegean 
hinterland. While comprising elements of the regular Ottoman 
Army, many of the units involved in the initial struggle with the 
Greeks were r,;etes or gangs of bandits and irregulars. Whatever 
their earlier transgressions, these Nationalist fighters were patri-
ots, spontaneously compelled to arms by their love of the Turkish 
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nation. This motley band of criminals and misfits eventually be-
came an army and after three years of fighting drove the Greeks 
into the sea. 
Numerous personal accounts by soldiers, commanders and 
other fellow travelers of Mustafa Kemal corroborate this gen-
eral rendering of the origins of the National Movement and 
the progression of the war. In the years since Mustafa Kemal 
delivered his Nutuk, documentary collections and studies have 
appeared in one variety or another, possibly beginning with 
the publication of the Harb Tarihi Vesikalan Dergisi (Journal 
of Documents from the History ofWar).52 Although edited and 
presented for the benefit of a scholarly audience, this unique 
collection provides both facsimiles of original wartime papers 
and their transliterations in modern Turkish. Reports penned 
by many of the great men of the time, Mustafa Kemal and 
Rauf Orbay to name just two, can be found in these bound 
volumes, as well as circulars generated by district and regional 
commanders . More popular journals such as Yakin Tarihimiz, 
Toplumsal Tarih and Tarih ve Toplum 53 have furthered this 
tradition of documentation, adding to it commentary and an-
alysis by trained historians. 54 With this pool of first-hand and 
second-hand accounts, an ever-widening body of both popu-
lar and academic studies affirming the narrative of the Nutuk 
continues to be produced. 
52 Harb Tarihi Vesikalari Dergisi was first published in 1952. The series ran 
until 1963. The Genelkurmay Bas1mevi has since ceased to reprint the series. 
53 Tarih ve Top/um first released in 1984 was closed down in December 2003 
and then was restarted as a biannual journal in 2005 under the name Tarih 
ve Topium Yeni Yakla~tmlar. Two other popular journals worth mentioning 
are At/a~ Tarih and Populer Tarih. 
54 Yaktn Tarihimiz was first published in 1962 and appeared for only a year. 
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The "Very Bad Men" of the South Marmara 
Subsequent to the completion of my doctoral dissertation, 
I have attempted to reconsider this narrative and provide a new 
prism through which we can understand this transition from em-
pire to nation-state in Anatolia. I contend that our understanding 
of the Turkish War of Independence has been deliberately distort-
ed in order to overemphasize or exclude key characters and events 
that define this period. On the one hand, this distortion comprises 
an attempt to disguise or deny heinous crimes (such as, but not 
limited to, the Armenian Genocide) committed by Mustafa Ke-
mal's forces and those of his immediate predecessors. On the other 
hand, the historiography of the War of Independence is in line with 
Ankara's policy to "Turkify" or bleach Anatolia of its complexities. 
Whether malicious in intent or not, historical inquiry into the war 
generally tends to overlook, simplify or repudiate the geographic 
and ethno-linguistic diversity inherent to Anatolia. 
Rather than assume a nation-wide or Anatolian perspective 
of the interregnum between Ottoman and Turkish statehood, my 
work confines itself to the evolution of the southern provinces of 
the Marmara littoral, namely the modern provinces of Kocaeli, 
Sakarya, Bursa, Bahkesir and <;:anakkale. Situated in close prox-
imity to the Ottoman capital oflstanbul, the "South Marmara" (as 
I call it) continues to comprise a rich variety of Muslim and non-
Muslim indigenous and immigrant communities. The politics of 
the South Marmara between the years 1918 and 1922 pose a direct 
challenge to the traditional framework of Turkish historiography · 
which situates the war and its aftermath as a conflict between 
"Muslim, nationalist Turks," "Greek and Armenian Christians,n 
and "the Great Powers." To accentuate the demographic and so-
. .cial complexities of this period, my dissertation presents the revo-
lution through the perspective of two of the most influential, yet 
misunderstood, diasporas of the South Marmara: North Cauca-
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sians (or more commonly known as Circassians) and Albanians. 
1 credit the work of Erik-Jan Zurcher as the primary intellectu-
al basis of this study. The Unionist Factor, a book written at a time 
when access to the Ottoman archives remained largely off-limits 
to foreign researchers, offers a stringent critique of the Nutuk nar-
rative. ss Rather than view the war as the consummate break be-
tween the reign of the Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) 
and the Republican People's Party, Zurcher convincingly demon-
strates the continuities between the two regimes. He particularly 
adds important nuances and caveats while explaining the evolu-
tion of the political administration during the war years, correctly 
emphasizing the roles of the various factions that contributed to 
the reconstitution of one-party rule in Anatolia. A strikingly in-
genious and innovative aspect of The Unionist Factor is Zurcher's 
use of memoirs and other printed material in revealing the all-
too-apparent contradictions within Atatiirk's formulation of the 
recent past. Save your money, Zurcher seems to say. One need not 
necessarily troll the hallways of the Ottoman Archives or make 
one's way up to the Republican Archives in Yenimahalle for evi-
dence that counters the historical gospel passed down from the 
Gazi. Invaluable clues to the Republic's repressed past can be 
mined from sources readily found at any good research library. 
i 
My study makes use of Zurcher's springboard as a means to 
plunge into the provincial conditions that facilitated the transition 
from empire to nation-state. Admittedly, I execute a minor sleight 
of hand (with good intentions, of course) in setting the stage of my 
research in the South Marmara. No one reading this piece will be 
able to find a region called the "South Marmara" (Guney Marmara 
Bolgesi) on the map. Yet as I plowed through reports, circulars and 
memoirs, I found that it was impossible to ignore the formal and 
55 Erik-Jan Zurcher, The Unionist Factor: The Role of the Committee of Union 
and Progress in the Turkish Nationalist Movement, 1905-1926 (Leiden: Brill, 
1984). 
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informal links that tied peoples and communities residing along 
the Marmara's southern shores. Political, economic, social and geo-
strategic relationships and concerns seemed to make a series of 
communities within an immediate distance of the southern Mar-
mara coast somewhat of a coherent whole. For example, family ties 
and criminal dealings shared among North Caucasian notables and 
communities in Karacabey, Gonen or izmit did not respect internal 
administrative borders. To respect these boundaries in framing my 
work (let us say a history of Karesi or Hudavendigar) would have 
compelled me to ignore numerous crucial historical threads. To put 
it another way, obeying the political borders established by the Ot-
toman Empire and the Turkish Republic is akin to accepting other 
statist dogmas that are in need of revision. 
At the centre of my study of the South Marmara are a series 
of crimes and atrocities committed by large numbers of very "bad 
men" (to use Ellroy's wording). In addition to bureaucrats, officers, 
merchants, landlords and intellectuals, I focus much of my atten-
tion on the roles played by a variety of Albanian and Circassian 
bandits, assassins, rapists, paramilitary leaders and kidnappers 
in perpetrating the violence seen in the South Marmara between 
1918 and 1922. Rather than look for heroes and villains, the cast 
of characters I present in my work are each in their own way both 
the objects and the agents of socio-political change and resistance 
in the region. Each personality discussed in my dissertation rep-
resents inherent economic, ideological. ethnic and class tensions 
found in specific locales in the South Marmara during the war 
years. By concentrating so heavily on immigrants and minor of-
ficials in the sleepy corners of the South Marmara, it is my inten-
tion to capture discrete nuances within the diverse communities 
of one segment of Anatolia. The close attention I pay towards the 
South Marmara also serves to highlight how paramilitaries, ban-
dits and other violent elements in society were deliberately, yet 
discretely, integrated into the state-building process. 
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Allow me to cite one brief example. One character who winds 
his way through the narrative is a young tough from the town of 
Kirmasti (renamed Mustafakemalpa~a after the war) by the name 
of <;erkes Davut. On the face of things he was a man of no great 
historical consequence: He was a bandit and killer implicated in 
several atrocities during the war years. Yet long before he would 
be exiled to Greece for acts of collaboration, Davut was person-
ally recruited into the Ottoman clandestine service by Mehmet 
Re~it, a Circassian provincial administrator, ideologue and ori-
ginal member of the CUP. In this capacity, Davut participated in 
heinous atrocities perpetrated against Armenians in the province 
of Diyarbak1r. After the suicide of his patron, a man of education 
and means, the state cut Davut and many of his henchmen loose. 
Yet with the Greek invasion in the spring of 1919, prominent Na-
tionalist activists attempted to press him into service again. This 
time Davut would refuse these overtures, despite appeals from 
high-ranking Ottoman officers of North Caucasian descent. His 
decision to reject Mustafa Kemal and embrace the Greek army 
was rooted in the post-First World War politics of Kirmasti. Hav-
ing achieved a position of prominence in his hometown following 
the war, Davut appeared to have chosen not to defy the popular 
consensus found in Kirmasti. Locals, particularly Circassians, 
understood the Nationalists to be a stalking horse for the CUP, 
whose previous war against the Allies had devastated the local 
economy and visited severe hardships upon the population. In ig-
noring impassioned calls to join in the jihad against the Greeks, 
Davut's decision to side with the occupation (which was the lesser 
of two evils) allowed him the chance to maintain his new-found 
autonomy and authority. His turn towards collaboration again 
represents an inherent conservatism within Kirmasti's popula-
tion. For many locals, inclusion into Greece's vision of the "Megali 
ldea" presented, at some level, an opportunity to turn back the 
clock to a time before the centralizing efforts of the Young Turks. 
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The price Davut paid for his "betrayal" was exile. After the 
collapse of the Greek army in Anatolia, he and thousands of other 
Muslims like him were stripped of their citizenship, forcibly de-
ported or executed. A handful of these displaced Ottomans, in-
cluding Davut, continued to fight the war even after it ended.56 
The story of these largely forgotten losers reminds us of how the 
lines between the victors and defeated were drawn in Anatolia . 
Davut's story represents a generation of individuals who, despite 
having faithfully served the Ottoman state, chose for profoundly 
personal reasons to seek a future that excluded their former com-
rades and superiors . Davut was no ideologue; he was a provincial 
conservative whose career and motivations were rooted in the 
suffering of his community. 
Historical Sources and the Turkish War of Independence 
My research is based upon four archival sources: The Prime 
Minister's Ottoman Archives in Istanbul (Ba~bakanlik Osmanlt 
Ar~ivi), the Prime Minister's Republican Archives in Ankara 
(Ba~bakanhk Cumhuriyet Ar~ivi), the National Archives of Mac-
edonia in Skopje (Drzhven Arhiv na Makedonija) and the Na-
tional Archives (Public Records Office) in London. The holdings 
of the Ottoman Archives have provided a diverse array of docu-
ments related to the War of Independence in the South Marmara, 
ranging from gendarmerie reports, public letters of redress and 
bureaucratic directives to local officials. This archive offers ex-
ceptional accounts of the war's effect on local affairs throughout 
the South Marmara, detailing the activities of rival bandits and 
paramilitaries and the reactions of town and village notables to 
56 Davut was arrested and deported from Anatolia in 1922. While in exile in 
Greece, he participated in a series of raids in 1923 intent upon rais ing a re-
bellion against Mustafa Kemal's nascent government in Ankara. He would 
later die in Athens. 
-----·-----·-~··--
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the fighting that raged around them.57 The Republican Archives 
were especially helpfully in elucidating Ottoman policies towards 
Albanian and North Caucasian diasporas during and immedi-
at ly after the War of Independence. The immigration and set-
tlem nt reports found within both of these archives form a vital 
component of my dissertation, considering the fact that much of 
the secondary material written by Turkish historians often denies 
even the existence of non-Turkish communities within Anatolia. 
The British National Archives has proven to be a source of valu-
able intelligence reports gathered by soldiers, missionaries and 
humanitarian aid workers who toured the South Marmara during 
the War of Independence. In addition to augmenting or disputing 
the observations of Ottoman officials, the accounts of these Brit-
ish eyewitnesses contribute to understanding the international 
dimensions of the conflict. 
I will only say that my experience in Macedonia was less rosy 
than the aid and treatment I received in either Turkey or the Unit-
ed Kingdom. High hopes for discovering information or leads on 
the origin and nature of Albanian immigration from this por-
tion of the former Yugoslavia were dashed soon after my arrival 
(although the National Library's collection of newspapers did 
provide some interesting tidbits I have cited in my dissertation). 
The sorrowful conditions of the country's infrastructure, as well 
as an ongoing aversion to documenting the history of the state's 
57 It must be said that the provinces encompassing the South Marmara are 
among the few regions that generated a steady stream of official correspon-
dence and directives to and from the capital during the war. If one peruses 
the papers that have been released from the Interior Ministry (Dahiliye Ne-
zareti) from 1918 to 1922, reports and communiques from outside of the 
provinces of Istanbul. Thrace and the Marmara region are in sparse supply. 
This may be a reflection of the fact that the Ottoman govern men~ ceased to 
exist in any formal sense in most portions of Anatolia following the Mudros 
Armistice. For students and scholars interested in points beyond the envi-
rons of the capital, the Turkish General Staff, Archives of Military History 
and Strategic Studies Directorate (ATASE) may provide the best resources 
related to the War of Independence. 
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Albanian citizenry. have clearly imposed a terrible toll upon the 
sources available to researchers in this regard. 
Beyond archival sources, a crucial source for my research has 
also been the memoirs, diaries and personal histories of the Turk-
ish War of Independence. The South Marmara was .the benefi-
ciary of a great deal of interest on the part of many major and mi-
nor figures who fought in the conflict. Several of these persona l 
accounts provide essential information and compelling perspec-
tives on communities vital to my research.58 Since most memoirs 
or personal accounts tend to reflect the views of the National-
ist command structure, few immigrants, rebels and killers lend 
a direct voice to my work.59 Some letters and second-hand tran-
scriptions representing opinions of a few noted immigrant leaders 
make an appearance here and there. Otherwise, I have attempted, 
in the spirit of Ranajit Guha, to read "against the grain" of the 
sources I present in my dissertation.60 
58 The following accounts I found particularly helpful: Halide Ed ib Ad1var, 
The Turkish Ordeal (Westport: Hyperion Press, 1981}; Celal Bayar, Ben de 
Yazd1m:. Mitli Mucadele'ye Gidi~ (Istanbul: Baha Matbaas1, 1965) ; Hacim 
Muhittin c;:ankh, Bal1kesir ve Ala~ehir Kongreleri ve Hacim Muhittin 
<;:ankli 'nm Kuva -y1 Mil/lye Hatiralan, 1919-1920 (Ankara : T i.i rk inktlap 
Tarihi Enstiti.isi.i, 1967); Hi.isameddin Erti.irk and Samih Nafiz Tansu, lki 
Devrin Perde Arkas1 (Istanbul : Ramazan Ya~ar, 1969); Zi.ihti.i Gi.iven, Anza-
vur lsyam: lstiklal Sava~ 1 Hat1ralartndan Ac1 Bir Safha (Ankara: Ti.i rkiye 
i~ Bankasi, 1965); Vlug lgdemir, Biga Ayaklanmas1 ve Anzavur Olay/an 
Gun/Uk Amlar (Ankara: Ti.irk Tarih Kurumu Bas1mevi, 1973); KflZlm Ozalp, 
Milli Mucadele, 1919-1922 (Ankara: Tilrk Tarih Kurumu Basimev i, 1985). 
59 Perhaps the greatest exception to this rule is the collection of papers left to 
us by Bekir Sarni (Gilnsav), a commanding Nationalist officer of North Cau-
casian descent. His record of reports and correspondence, as compiled by 
Muhittin Onal, presents a relatively unfettered perspective upon the activi-
t ies of Albanian and North Caucasian immigrants in the province of Bursa 
during the Turkish War of Independence. See Muhittin Onal. Miralay Bekir 
Sarni Gunsav 'tn Kurtulu f Sava~1 Am/an (lstanbul: Cern Yaymevi, 2002). 
60 Ranajit Guha, "The Prose of Counter-Insurgency," in Ranajit Gu ha and Gay-
atri Chakravorty Spivak, eds. Selected Subaltern Studies, (New York: O xford 
University Press, 1988), 45 -86. 
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The resources at hand naturally do not fill in all of the gaps in 
our kno~ledge of the South Marmara. Most contemporary observ-
ers and local historians in the South Marmara tended to ignore or 
minimize internal complexities. Admittedly, Ottoman and early 
republican sources themselves also tend to obscure the intricate na-
ture of provincial communities. Yet it is clear that such intricacies 
are crucial in order to understand how relationships between local, 
national and trans-national forces shaped the evolution of this seg-
ment of northwestern Anatolia. I did find myself to be the victim of 
my own ambitions as I progressed through the writing of my dis-
sertation. As a work that recounts the end of the Ottoman Empire, 
I was compelled to generalize and speculate as to the pre-twentieth 
century history of the South Marmara. My research is hampered, 
for example, by an absolute lack of research or observations on the 
ethnic, linguistic, social and regional differences within the North 
Caucasian diaspora of northwestern Anatolia. Despite the fact that 
such differences appeared to have compelled many North Cauca-
sians to take conflicting sides in the War of Independence, I am 
often forced to draw only superficial conclusions as to how filial or 
ethnic ties shaped the outlook of North Caucasian communities in 
the South Marmara in the years leading up to the First World War. 
Unfortunately previous studies on the War of Independence 
fail to provide an adequate model for undertaking such a micro-
historical approach. The works of Erik-Jan Zurcher, Justin McCa-
rthy, Taner Ak<;am or Stanford J. Shaw do provide essential points 
of departure in looking at the broader strokes of the war, but of-
ten their observations come at the expense of crucial regional dy-
namics .61 Conversely, those local histories of the South Marmara 
61 Taner Aki;am , A Shameful Act: The Armenian Gi;nocide and Turkish Re-
sponsibility (New York: Metropolitan Books, 2006); Justin McCarthy, Death 
and Exile: The Ethnic Cleansing of Ottoman Muslims, 1821-1922 (Princeton: 
Darwin Press, 1995); Stanford). Shaw, From Empire to Republic: The Turk-
ish War of National Liberation, 1918-1923: A Documentary Study (Ankara : 
Ti.irk Tarih Kurumu Bas1mevi. 2000). 
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during the War of Independence that I have consulted do little to 
challenge the narrative of the Nutuk. A noted exception to this 
trend in provincial history in Anatolia is Michael Meeker's work 
on the town of Of, which demonstrates the continuities of fam-
ily, religion and centre-periphery politics in Anatolia during the 
transition from empire to nation-state.62 
Revolutionary Turkey and Mexico: A Comparative Approach 
The most effective remedy I have found for approaching these 
methodological and historiographical gaps is to look outside the 
fold of Middle Eastern history and model my research on a com-
parable field of historical research. Surprisingly, the solution to 
my methodological dilemma came from a source closer to home. 
Through traveling and interacting with members of my extended 
family in Mexico, I chanced upon the incredibly rich body of work 
on the history of Mexican Revolution (1910-1920). I continue to be 
struck by the historical similarities between Mexico and Anatolia 
(in both pre- and post-revolutionary eras) and the methods and 
perspectives empfoyed by scholars of Mexican history. I can say, 
humbly, that those interested in Turkey and the Middle East have 
a great deal to learn from Latin America. 
The Mexican state, like Anatolia, cannot be comprehended 
without acknowledging its imperial roots. The experiences of the 
Spanish conquest, mass conversion to Catholicism, the establish-
ment of the hacienda system and the development of a mestizo 
culture were vital to the processes leading up to the declaration 
of Mexican independence in 1821. Like the Ottoman and Turk-
ish states, the expansion and consolidation of state authority (an 
enterprise begun by the Spanish) continued to define Mexico 
after independence, a process that resulted in ongoing tensions 
62 Michael Meeker, A Nation of Empire: The Ottoman Legacy of Turkish Mo-
dernity (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2002). 
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between the provinces and the capital (a tension that arguably 
remains to this day). Despite the state's best efforts to "modern-
ize" and "reform" Mexico, particularly during the reign of Porfirio 
Diaz (the Abdiilhamid II of Mexican history, who ruled from 
1876-1911), local, differences and foreign economic domination 
continued to stymie Mexico City's attempt to bring the provinces 
under centralized control. The Mexican Revolution of 1910, while 
promising to end Porfirian "tyranny" and restore the democratic 
principles instilled in the Constitution of 1857, in fact represent-
ed an intensification in the state's efforts towards consolidation 
and modernization under the aegis of a new bureaucratic elite. 
Mexico's "Young Turks," men such as Francisco Modero, Alvaro 
Obragon, Emilio Zapata and Lazaro Cardenas, would keep Mex-
ico in a permanent state of revolution through the imposition of 
a "national" economy, a brutally enforced program of seculariza-
tion and the propagation of a new notion of civic identity among 
the population, one that underscored the "indigenous" nature of , 
popular culture and national history. 
Within a revolution, as Mexican historian Mark Wasserman 
points out, there is not one revolutionary movement, but many.63 The 
patchwork of regions, provinces, microclimates and communities 
that make up Mexico gave the Mexican Revolution a distinctively 
provincial and multidimensional flavour. In the Yucatan, the oligar-
chic families in the state capital of Merida feared that a new "caste 
war" had broken out as Mayan peasants and younger members of 
the elite challenged their power.64 Conditions differed further south 
63 Friedrich Katz, The Secret War in Mexico: Europe, the United States and the 
Mexican Revolution (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1981); Mark Was-
serman, "Provinces of the Revolution," in Thomas Benjamin and Mark Was-
serman, eds. Provinces of the Revolution: Essays on Regional Mexican History, 
1910-1929, (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1990), 1-6. 
64 Allen Wells and Gilbert M. Joseph, Summer of Discontent, Seasons of Up-
heaval: Elite Politics and Rural Insurgency in Yucatan, 1876-1915 (Stanford: 
Stanford University Press. 1996), 216-47. 
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in the province of Chiapas. There, internecine fighting broke out 
among both the elites and the peasantry (the former over political 
control and the latter between Mayan peasants who either had sup-
ported or resisted local labour practices).65 The outbreak of revolu-
tion in the far northern state of Chihuahua was in many ways the 
continuation of a d.ecades-old conflict between local landowners, in-
digenous tribes and armed colonies of villagers. Chihuahua's unique 
~cult of masculinity," Maria Alonso points out, particularly tinted the 
bloodshed in the north.06 Others have pointed to the domineering 
hand of American and European political and economic interests 
in various corners of Mexico as critical to understanding the Mexi-
can Revolution. Fredrich Katz's trailblazing work on the conflicting 
international overtures towards revolutionary Mexico during the 
First World War yields a great many similarities to the imperialis-
tic tensions being played out simultaneously in the Ottoman lands.67 
At the height of the fighting, Edward Doheny, a Los Angeles-based 
oil tycoon, maintained his own private army of mercenaries in order 
to protect his investments in Tampico.68 American involvement in 
the Mexican Revolution would even enable the birth and eventual 
expansion of the lucrative heroin syndicates of Baja California and 
Sonora (networks that continue to exert an inordinate amount of in-
fluence on local, national and international affairs).69 
65 Stephen Lewis, The Ambivalent Revolution: Forging State and Nation in 
Chiapas, 1910-1945 (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2005), 
13-16. 
66 Ana Maria Alonso, Thread of Blood: Colonialism, Revolution and Gender un 
Mexico 's Northern Frontier (Tucson: University of Arizona Press. 1997). 
67 Friedrich Katz, The Secret War in Mexico: Europe. the United States and the 
Mexican Revolution. 
68 Dan La Botz, Edward L. Doheny: Petroleum, Power and Politics in the United 
States and Mexico (New York: Praeger Publishers, 1991), 59-68. 
69 James A. Sandos, "Northern Separatism during the Mexican Revolution: An 
Inquiry into the Role of Drug Trafficking, 1910-1920," The Americas 41 :2 
(October 1984), 191-214. 
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Scholars of Mexican history, it must be said, possess numer-
ous advantages in comparison to those researching Anatolia's 
recent past. Scholars such as Joseph Gilbert and Stephen Lewis 
have tapped large local archival collections in such diverse places 
as Yucatan and Chiapas. This is in stark contrast to the current 
trend in Turkish history, where local libraries and archives re-
main either unexplored or under-utilized. Perhaps more impor-
tant is the political context in which the revolution in Mexico is 
viewed by contemporary observers and historians. In the decades 
that followed the massacre of students by government troops at 
Tlatelolco in 1968, critics in Mexico have often commented that 
the revolution is a tradition betrayed and therefore in need of re-
assessment. In Turkey, acts of state-sponsored violence and gov-
ernmental corruption have compelled comparably few sectors of 
society to reconsider the Kemalist period. 
The lessons I draw from Mexican historiography, particular-
ly that of the Mexican Revolution, are two-fold. Firstly. we must 
work to "de-Turkify" Anatolia's past and bring new voices to the 
table. From Van to Trabzon to Edirne, Anatolia is a Rubik's Cube 
of communities and regions. Our comprehension of Anatolia 
will only become richer if we choose to see class, gender, ethnic-
ity and religion through the local. composite lens. Otherwise, I 
would argue, we are complicit by omission in the repressive, even 
genocidal. processes enacted on Anatolia. Secondly, my reading 
of Mexican historiography challenges me to think and write out-
side of the Turkish or Middle Eastern cubby-hole I place myself 
in . Mexican historiography has helped me to better articulate my 
aims in looking at the War of Independence or, at the very least, 
helped me to look for the right questions. 
To be sure Mexico is not the only basis for comparison for 
scholarship dealing with the evolution of Anatolia. The theme of 
transition from the imperial to the post-imperial (or better put, the 
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continuation of the imperial mission under a republican veneer) 
can be found in a variety of historical contexts. Russian, Indian and 
Chinese historiographies also offer interesting pointers to scholars 
seeking to understand topics such as intercommunal violence and 
paramilitarism in the context of the state-building process. The 
collective works of Peter Holquist, Ranajit Guha, Gyanendra Pan-
dey, Donald J. Raleigh, Stanely Tambieh and Fred Wakeman make 
for compelling reading for scholars interested in these themes.70 
I would be remiss to suggest that Ottoman historiography lacks 
its own shining examples. Isa Blumi, Ussama Makdisi and Hans-
Lukas Kieser, each in their own right scholars grounded in recent 
trends in global history, demonstrate how complex webs of local, 
national and trans-national forces shaped intercornmunal con-
flicts in provincial Lebanon, Eastern Anatolia and the Balkans.7 1 
Lastly, I cannot close without citing the influence of James 
Ellroy upon my work. As odd as it may sound, I would say that 
his LA Quartet series has added much to my approach towards 
70 Ranajit Guha, Elementary Aspects of Peasant Insurgency in Colonial India 
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1991); Peter Holquist, Making War, 
Forging Revolution: Russia's Continuum in Crisis, 1914-1921 (Cambr idge: 
Harvard University Press, 2002); Gyanendra Pandey, The Construction of 
Communalism in Colonial North India (New York: Oxford University Press; 
1990); Donald J. Raleigh, Experiencing Russia '.s Civil War: Politics. Society and 
Revolutionary Culture in Saratov, 1917-1922 (Princeton: Princeton Univer-
sity Press, 2002); Stanley Tambiah, Leveling Crowds: Ethnonationalist Con-
flicts and Collective Violence in South Asia (Berkeley: University of California 
Press; 1997); Frederic Wakeman, The Shanghai Badlands: Wartime Terror-
ism and Urban Crime, 1937-1941 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2002); Fredric Wakeman, Strangers at the Gate: Social Disorder in South 
China, 1839-1861 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1997). 
71 Isa Blumi, "The Consequences of Empire in the Balkans and the Red Sea: 
Reading Possibilities in the Transformations of the Modern World," (Un-
published Ph.D. Dissertation: New York University, 2005); Hans-Lukas Kie-
ser, Der Verpasste Friede: Mission, Ethnie und Staat in den Ostprovinzen 
der TUrkei (Zurich: Chronos Verlag, 2000}; Ussama Makdisi, The Culture 
of Sectarianism: Community, History and Violence in Nineteenth-Century 
Ottoman Lebanon (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2000). 
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provincial Turkish history and the evolution of localized violence 
from the margins inwards.72 In taking on the history of Los An-
geles between 1948 and 1960, Ellroy focuses upon local violent 
incidents (such as the Sleepy Lagoon Trial, the murder of Eliza-
beth Short or the destruction of the Chavez Ravine) that reflect 
larger social and political trends in American society and history. 
His protagonists are low men on the totem pole (patrolmen, secu-
rity guards, cheap lawyers and the like). They are highly compro-
mised creatures of opportunity who generally possess strong pro-
clivities towards violence and corruption. In Ellroy's Los Angeles, 
very real historical figures (such as Howard Hughes) lurk in the 
background while the peons and flunkies are the ones who move 
history forward. Political ideologies and tendencies, be it anti-
communism or democracy, are repeatedly shown to be bankrupt 
or irrelevant. Instead, raw and very human compulsions towards 
power and order drive minor and major characters alike. As each 
book winds its way through various acts of crime and political in-
trigue in postwar Los Angeles, each crime recounted to the reader 
is especially rendered in the most sadistic of ways. One is often 
left with the ifnpression that no one and no thing (including the 
police department, city hall, organized crime, Hollywood or Bev-
erly Hills) stands above the brutality of the narrative; by the end 
of each book everyone is implicated.73 
In a sense, what I have tried to do is bring a more noir ap-
proach to the history of provincial Anatolia during a seminal 
moment in the region's development. Considering the amount of 
blo.od spilled in Anatolia since the turn of the twentieth century, 
relatively few people emerged out of the transition from empire 
72 James Ellroy, The Big Nowhere (New York: Grand Central Publishing, 1988); 
James Elfroy, Black Dahlia (New York; Mysterious Press, 1987); James Ellroy, 
LA Confidential (New York: Warner Books, 1997); James Ellroy, White Jazz 
(New York: Knopf, 1992). 
73 Jonathan Walker, "James Ellroy as a Historical Novelist," History Workshop 
Journal 53:1 (2002), 181-204. 
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to nation-state with completely clean hands. The fortunes of in-
numerable political figures, business enterprises and whole com-
munities rest upon a common violent past. I would submit that 
we need more works on what Ellroy calls the literal and figurative 
"leg-breakers of history." The people who made Turkey what it is 
today are not the recognizable heroes, visionaries and villa ins of 
grade school textbooks. They were fixers, button men and dead-
enders who, for reasons of their own making, executed or stood 
against the will of the powerful. 
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